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book published, however trifling, even to the extent of novels and
sheet music,

The indefatigable Professor Christian, fearing that the privi-
lege of the University Libraries was again endangered, journeyed
from Cambridge to London to be present at the readings of Sir
Egerton Brydges's Bill. The English privileged libraries were
well represented in both Houses of Parliament; the Scottish
libraries sent legal representatives. The Syndics of Cambridge
University issued a tract in which they attempted to vindicate
their claim to the copyright privilege.1 One of the statements
made in this tract was that since the printers had the power to
print eleven extra copies of any work demanded, no loss need be
suffered over the delivery of these copies.

Brydes jeered at this statement in his pamphlet entitled:
A Vindication of the pending Bill far the Amendment of the Copy-
right Act, from the Misrepresentations and unjust Comments of
the Syndics of the University Library at Cambridge. He wrote:

"If it were argued, that taking away from a farmer eleven quarters
of wheat, would be to take away from his property, no more value than,
upon a strict computation, it cost to raise those eleven quarters, he
who should attempt to maintain such a position would be laughed at
as an idiot, or a madman; he would be told that the value taken would
be that for which the eleven quarters would sell in the market. If it
were added, that the knowledge that he was to be called upon for these
eleven quarters gratis, might enable him to sow sufficient additional
ground to produce such eleven quarters, and that the only cost to him
would be the seed put into the ground, and that all the servants,
horses, and utensils, were only such as he would otherwise have been
obliged to keep; would it not aggravate the folly of the reasoning?
Would it not be said if the farmer could grow the eleven quarters for
this gratuitous supply, he could grow them for sale?"2

To vindicate their claim to the copyright privilege, and to pour
scorn upon Brydges's Bill and arguments, the Syndics of Cam-
bridge University took the trouble to circulate another tract in
the House of Commons on 19 April 1818.3 In this work was re-
iterated the statement that the copyright privilege had been given
to the Universities to compensate them for the loss of the right to

1 Statement issued by authority of the Syndics of Cambridge University,
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1 Sir E. Brydges, A Vindicatifm, etc., 1818, pp. 4-5.
* Further statement issued by authority of the Syndics of Cambridge Urn-